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Roy Meachum could hardly have 
picked a worse case on which to base his 
column on M The new yellow journalism’* 
than the brutal murder of an innocent, 
aged, ill and virtually crippled Ameri- 
can by Arab terrorists. 

In fact, he makes no mention of this 
barbarity, has no criticism of terrorism, 
distorts and misrepresents to impart 
credibility to his complaint that, while it 
may be justified in many other areas, is 
not valid with regard to this particular, 
monstrous crime. 

And while Meachum pretends to 
political sophistication and under- 
standing, his column is careful to hide 
and omit the political motives of those 
he defends — all the other governments, 
not ours. 

The boss terrorist, whose name he 
gives as Abul Abbas and who is known 
by other names, should not have been 
arrested by Italy, according to 
Meachum, because he was only “sus- 
pected” — Meachum’s “evidence.” Has 
he forgotten that until conviction one is 
only “suspected” of any crime? 

Could Meachum not have indicated 
the bias in favor of the terroristic PLO 
by both Italy and Yugoslavia, which was 
amply reported elsewhere as fact and 
not as yellow journalism? Had he no 
question at all when Italy claimed that 
Abul Abbas had Egyptian diplomatic 
immunity while Yugoslavia claimed he 
has Iraqi diplomatic immunity — and he 
is not a citizen of either land? 

There is no evidence at all that the 
United States tried to "force” Italy to 
turn the captured terrorists over to it 
Rather did it seek to try them after they 
were tried in Italy. 

It is grossly unfair to state baldly only 
that “Washington proposed to land a 
man wanted by the Israelis.” In this 
sense Meachum is also wrong in what he 
says about the conspiracy charge — only 
that “Israel should have demanded 
extradition” of the terrorists because 
they planned violence in Israel, 
allegedly. 

There is absolutely no evidence, not 
even a reasonable suspicion, that 
Washington had in mind anything at all 
related to Israel, only that it wanted 
those who conspired to kill this innocent 
American to be brought to justice. He 
was murdered as the end product of a 
conspiracy, which is a combination to do 
what the law says is wrong. Murder, 
certainly, is wrong, and all those in any 
way involved are subject to trial on the 
charge of conspiracy. Otherwise how 
could Italy hold four men when only one 
pulled a trigger? 

The legitimate criticism of TV for its 
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Neither Meachum nor I can say what 
evidence our government had, or what 
evidence might have been available 
from other sources, but that the official 
accounts include “transcripts" of con- 
versations does not indicate, particu- 
larly when those transcripts were to be 
used in a public trial, that they are as 
valueless as the Italian premiere, who 
has his own public prejudices and prob- 
lems, or the entirely uninformed 
Meachum pretend. 

Meachum also has no questions about 
the fact that of all the Arabs who could 
have “negotiated" with the four 
murderers only their boss was sent to 
“negotiate." In plain English, he was 
sent to reduce the damage to his and his 
associated terrorist groups because, 
despite Meachum 's rewriting of this 
wretched business, the entire world was 
outraged. 

As a general proposition, our major 
media is only too often properly criti- 
cized as Meachum does inappropriately 
in this matter. In this matter, the true 
“new yellow journalism" is his. 

He characterizes himself further in 
the false representation that TV gave 
this terrible thing the attention it did for 
“bigger ratings" and because It 
“guarantees large audiences." This is 
sick, indecent and entirely untrue. 



There is absolutely no question of the 
news importance or public interest. 

And shades of Lincoln Steffens, he 
says that “The old word for the handling 
of current events is 'yellow 
journalism.’ " Thus, dear editor, the 
next time you report a council meeting 
or decision you are engaging in “yellow 
journalism" and your reporter, another 
word of the era Meachum misrepre- 
sents, is a “mudslinger." 

Meachum misrepresents to deceive 
and misinform your readers. I hope it is 
from ignorance only, for, otherwise, it is 
evil. Either way, I sorrow for him as I do 
for his omission of any sense of Outrage 
over this horrible crime and his com- 
plete lack of criticism of all those involv- 
ed in it, from the direct participants to 
the heads of other states, all of whom 
failed their responsibilities to their na- 
tions and the world. 

xne end product also is a defense of 
terrorists — whatever Meachum may 
have had in mind — and is unjustified 
criticism of those who, when an oppor- 
tunity to punish terrorists was avail- 
able, as it rarely is, took steps to bring 
them to justice. 
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